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CURRENT TOPICS. 


| Wer HAVE RECENTLY PUBLIsHED several letters on the Land 
“ranefer Bill, which we believe afford a fair index of the views on 
echeme of the Bill which are entertained by a large section | i 
country solicitors. We propose hereafter to consider in some 
Na@etail the objections which have been raised, but in the meantime 
fe desire to point out that the Bill is likely to be in hand again 
fore the close of the present year, and that it is extremely 
sirable that there should be an early and general expression of 
inion with regard to its provisions on the part of the profession. 
is not less desirable that there should be practical unanimity 
p this expression, and we think it is worthy of consideration 
ther this would not be best achieved by a conference of repre- 
tives of the country law societies and the council of the 
porporated Law Society. Ifsuch a conference could be arranged 
for next month we believe it is possible that the resolutions 
fived at might not be without some influence on the form of the 

Bill to be introduced next session. 
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adopt with regard to it. There are 
holding of such an inquiry to 


g 
layman unacquainted legal 
dealing with evidence. 





Sre CuaRies ose in —* at Lahn 
hand Congress, strongly urged necessity 
court an official shorthand writer, and he seems to 
suggestion largely on the i 
for the notes at 
“ who was obliged to be much in 
would know that, however 





in THE PREsENT conprrion of landed estates, both as regards 
ting and sale, it may be useful to direct the attention of advisers | ; more ti i 
f landed proprietors to the success which has attended recent sales bre — — —* 
auction of outlying portions of estates in small plots. Where any | ang yet a very bad penman. Hi 
of the property is situate near a town or large village, it is| .oh. Anda judge 
prising with what cagerness the lots are competed for and what | .ase was o and 
ices are realized. A paragraph has recently gone the round | ¢p, judge could not 
# the papers relating the results of such a sale made at! witness's evidence wou 
pme by the Marquis of Barn. Fifty building sites are stated to i 
lave been sold at prices ranging from £205 to £310 per acre. We 


d 
was that he took down in 
such rude abbreviations as 


acquainted with other instances in which the result of similar 


files has been equally successful, and the transactions connected 


fith them were completed without any difficul 


enditions of sale, of course, restrict the title in the case of lots 


It is 
and for 
icultural or garden purposes which meet with a ready sale. The 


or delay. 


i building sites merely, but small closes of freehold 


islow a certain acreage, and even, in some cases, dispense with an 


Snditions are not found at all depreciatory. 


act, substituting only a statement sufficient for the ion 


fa conveyance ; and, where the land is old family property, these 


e think that a 
gestion on the part of the family solicitor is in many cases onl 
ary to extend this practice, which is often both particularly 


00 venient to the landed proprietor and also advantageous to the 


ae 


fave been the preferable course. The 


bitants of the district. 





| Acconprxe 70 a local paper, the Bolton Incorporated Law Soci 


taken the extreme step of resolving, at a special meeting 

the 22nd ult., to present a memorial to the Chancellor of the 
shy of Lancaster praying for the removal of the county court 
ige of the district. We presume, from the fact of the application 


being proposed to be made to the Chancellor of the Duchy, that the 
moval referred to is removal from the county court 


ch, not 
oval to another district, the power for which is, by 21 & 22 


Vict. c. 74, s. 1, vested in the Lord Chancellor. We cannot 
fend to any information with regard to the circumstances which | th 


alleged in support of the resolution of the society beyond 
derived from a very brief report of the meeting, and we should, 
not be justified in expressing any opinion on these allega- 
t strikes us, however, that the to the Lord 
acellor under the above-mentioned pro would ema 
power of removal the 


jench is contained in section 18 of the County Courts Act, 1846, 
ich provides that ‘‘it shall be lawful for the said Lord Chancellor 


here the whole of the distriot is within the Duchy of Lancaster, 


whatever in deciding the 
if there were a 
along just as the witness 
be able to produce and to 
point or part of the evidence 
of the case, an 
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the mark as regards time. It is to be observed, however, that 
there has long been an official shorthand writer in the Admiralty 
Court, appointed and sworn by the court to take notes of evidence. 
It be interesting to learn how the system works in that 
court. 





Tue Bris or Satz Act, 1882, among its other brilliant acts 
and omissions, failed to define what was meant by the term 
‘debenture ” used in section 17, which excludes from the opera- 
tion of the Act ‘‘ debentures issued by any mortgage, loan, or other 
incorporated company, and secured on the capital, stock, or goods, 
chattels, and effects of such company.” The consequence has 
been a good deal of uncertainty, not merely in the profession, but 
on the bench. The conclusion, which was soon arrived at, that 
section 17 does not apply to a debenture trust deed comprising 
chattels, and the practical impossibility of framing such a trust 
deed in the statutory form, led to the general practice of abandon- 
ing reliance on a covering deed as regards personal chattels, and 
inserting a charge in the debentures. But there remained many 
points open to question as to these charging debentures. In Ross 
v. Army and Navy Hotel Co. (35 W. R. 40) it was held, both by 
M>. Justice Kay and the Court of Appeal, that new debentures 
issued by a company (owing to the discovery of the invalidity of 
the covering deed relating to their old debentures, which had 
mot been registered as a bill of sale), whereby the company 

to charge on its undertaking and all its property, 
real and personal, the amount due on the original debenture, 
were within section 17. That decision, however, was be- 
tween grantor and grantee, and was said by Grove, J., in 
Jenkinson v. Brandley Mining Co. (35 W. R. 834) not to 
“decide any question affecting third parties.’ In Edmonds v. 
Blaina Furnaces Co. (35 W. R. 798) a company executed an 
agreement whereby the company covenanted, in consideration of a 
loan, to pay each of the lenders the sum advanced, with interest ; 
and, as security, charged all its undertaking, property, estate, and 
effects of every kind. The agreement contained certain other 
elauses of the kind usually found in instruments ordinarily known 
as debentures. Here, therefore, the security in favour of the 
several lenders was comprised in a single document, and there 
were mo separate instruments issued to each lender. Yet Mr. 
Justice Currrr held that the agreement wasa “ debenture” within 
section 17, basing his decision on the considerations that the 
agreement was an acknowledgment of a debt ; the company was to 
pay the debt to each of the lenders separately, and the security 
was made to all the lenders pari passu upon all the undertaking, 
property, estate, and effects of every kind, 








SEPARATION 
I. 


Atrsoven there is no longer any doubt as to the general validity 
of separation deeds, yet the uncertainty which has for the last 
hundred years prevailed on the subject has been by no means 
entirely removed. This may be seen from the expressions used by 
——— — —— oe v. Wood (12 Ch. D. 620) :— 
a suit raises points very greatest importance as regards 
the general law, upon which I can give my opinion—and I — 
opinion advisedly, because I am free to confess that the law is not 
so clearly settled on the point that the judge can lay down the 
law; he can only give his opinion of the law.” And to the same 
spoke Lord Blackburn in Cahill vy. Cahill (8 App. Cas. 
origin 


DEEDS. 
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of this state of things is twofold. Separation deeds 
to 


have been Fy sacra as being against public policy, 
and if this difficulty can be got over, we are still confronted by the 
general incapacity of married women to enter into contracts. The 
public opinion, or of legislation, has been to lessen 
each of these difficultics, and in spite of the above opinions 2 
possible to state w now with some degree of certainty—or, 
amy Fate, to discover the particular pointe in which uncertainty 
We will first consider objection which has been 
public policy, as this clearly goes to the 





Jacob (1817, 3 Mer. 256, at p. 266). After stating that the c 






Separation deeds have two objects. Primarily they are meant 
to effect the separation of husband and wife, but, as subordinate © 
to this, they usually contain various pecuniary arrangements. Tq ~ 
the former respect they came till recently within the cognizancg — 
of the ecclesiastical courts, while the parts relating to property © 
naturally belonged to the temporal courts. This division of juris ~ 
dictions, perhaps, gave rise to the difficulties which have beset the ~ 


question, but the influence of the temporal courts certainly 7 
facilitated its present settlement. In the ecclesiastical courts” 
there was no hesitation ; separation deeds were simply and purely 
illegal. The law is thus laid down by Sir W. Scott in Mortimer ~ 
v. Mortimer (1820, 2 Hagg. Consist. Rep. 318) :— 

‘© This court considers a private separation as an illegal contract, imply. 


ing a renunciation of stipulated duties—a dereliction of those mutual 
offices which the parties are not at liberty to desert—an assumption of q 









Re eo, 2 gi: 


gage asagse fay 


false character in both parties, contrary to the real sfatus persone, and to © if 
the obligations which both of them have contracted in the sight of God ~ P 
and man, to live together ‘till death do them part,’ and on which the ~ the 
solemnities both of civil society and of religion have stamped a —* — tha 
authority, from which the parties cannot release themselves by any bind. rev 
ing act of their own, or for causes which the law itself has not pronounced | alr 
to be sufficient and sufficiently proved.” _ — 
It may be supposed that the matrimonial law as thus laid down, ES scat 
which had long been in operation, suggested the question of publie © * 


policy to the temporal courts. However, it is stated by Jacots J 
in his note to Roper (vol. 2, p. 273) that this view of the nature ™ whi 
of separation deeds does not seem to have presented itself to the 7 


courts until a very late period, and, indeed, in Hunt v. Hust © ] 
(1861, 4 De G. F. & J. 221) Lord Westbury remarked that suck %* 
deeds had not been against the policy of the common law since the — 1 
Reformation. Accordingly there were several cases in the last = a 


century decided in favour of the deed. Thus in Guth v. Guth” | 
(1792, 8 Bro. C. C. 613) the Master of the Rolls felt no difficulty ™ 2° 
in decreeing specific performance of articles of separation, at the 
suit of the wife, to allow her the separate maintenance agreed 
upon, although the husband offered by his answer to receive her 
again. Subsequently, however, the courts were troubled by th 
technical difficulty of the wife’s incapacity to contract. and wit 
the doubt thus raised was mingled a general distrust of the ® 
tendency of the whole matter. Thus in Legard v. Johnson (1797, 

3 Ves. 352) Lord Loughborough expressed himself against the = 
decision in Guth v. Guth, and, after a fresh review of the cases, 
said it was the only one supporting the jurisdiction of the court 
over a contract between husband and wife simply. Inasmuch, 
however, as the temporal courts had only to deal with the su 
sidiary pecuniary arrangements,-it was possible to overcome 
objection by introducing trustees on behalf of the wife, and i 
Rodney v. Chambers (1802, 2 East. 283) it was laid down as de 
cisively settled that a covenant by the husband with trustees te 
pay the wife a separate maintenance was good. This was referred | 
to by Lord Eldon in St. John v. St. John (1805, 11 Ves. 532), where™ 
he pointed out that the question had never been put upon the 
covenant of the husband and wife, but that the court had always ~ 
put it upon that between the husband and the trustee. He laid 
stress upon the covenant of the trustee to indemnify the husb 
egainst the wife’s debts, saying that the existence of this ought 
have reminded the court that those who framed these instrume 
had no idea that the wife herself was bound. But, although 
must, in obedience to Rodney v. Chambers, enforce the coven 
with the trustees, yet he doubted whether covenants with st 
objects ought to be the foundation either of an action or of speci 
performance :— 


‘That doubt has long had place in my mind. If this were res integra; 
untouched by dictum or decision, I would not have permitted such # | 
covenant to be the foundation of an action, or of a suit in this courh § 
Bat if dicta have followed dicta, or decision has followed decision, to 
extent of the law, I vannot, upon any doubt of mine as to 
ought originally to have been the decision, shake what is the settled 
upon the subject.’’ & 

It is clear, then, that the contract with the trustees was originally” 
regarded by the courts as purely mundane matter to be trested: 
like any other contract, though when the question of public policy, 
in imitation of the ecclesiastical law, was pressed upon them, they ~ 
would have been willing to entertain it, at any rate in Chancery,” 
had not the law been already too firmly settled. This is well” 
illastrated by the jadgment of Sir W. Grant, M.R., in Worrall ¥ 
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would not carry into execution articles of separation between 
husband and wife, he continues :— 

as f *— 2 2 2* * 22 would * —— 2* 

idity of any stipulation tha’ mer accessory an agreement for 
— The Ubject of the yin eae between the husband and the 
trustee is to give efficiency to the agreement between the husband and the 
wife; and it does teem rather strange that the auxiliary should 
be enforced, while the principal agreement is held to be contrary to the 
spirit.and the policy of the law.” 

He could not deny, however, the validity of engegements entered 
into between the husband and a third party, although originating 
out of, and relating to, that unauthorized state of se ion in 
which the husband and wife had endeavoured to p them- 
selves. 

But while the courts were thus shewing a desire to introduce, 
if possible, the ecclesiastical law under the guise of public policy, 
there were not wanting persons of greater enlightenment who saw 
that a true public policy tended in the opposite direction. After 
reviewing the above and other cases, Jacobs conclades the note 
already referred to as follows :— 

“Whatever may be the ultimate decision of this question, it can 
scarcely be contended that the rule which allows deeds of ion is in 
all cases productive of unmixed evil. And it may be dou whether 
there is any principle of policy which requires that matrimonial disputes 
(unlike all others) should never be settled by private adjustment, and 
which renders it better to litigate than te compromise them.” 

Bat as it had been settled that the auxiliary provisions were gocd, 
it was hardly worth while to keep open the question of public 
policy, and in subsequent cases, such, for example, as Bateman v. 
Ross (1 Dow. 135), even Lord Eldon was content to admit the 
validity of the agreement. Finally the matter was settled by the 
House of Lords in Wilson v. Wilson (1848, 1 H. L. ©. 538). 
There the real question was faced, whether the deed of separation 
was in itself so bad as to invalidate the arrangements of property 
arising from it. Without examining again into the question of 
public policy, it was pointed out that in Jones v. Waite (9 Cl. 
& F. 101) the execution of the deed by the husband had iteelf 
been held to be a good consideration for an agreement by a third 
person to pay a sum of money towards debts for which the husband 
was solely liable. If this was so, it could hardly be now held 
that the deed itself was bad, and it was recognized that a long 
train of authorities at law and in equity had proceeded upon the 
same ground. More recently it has been held, in Hart v. Hart 
(18 Ch. D. 670), that specific performance of an executory agree- 
ment for the separation deed will be ordered, and no question can 
now be raised upon the public policy of such deeds. 

The case is different, however, with regard to deeds providing 
for a future separation. As to the invalidity of these there is no 
doubt, and so the question was treated both by the Lord Chan- 
cellor and by Lord Eldon in Westmeath v. Westmeath (1830, 1 
Dow. & Cl. 541, 545). Finally, as a succinct account of the whole 
matter, we may quote from the judgment of the late Sir G. Jessel 
in Besant v. Wood, already referred to (p. 620) :— 

“Fora t number of years both ecclesiastical judges and 
thought fous something —* horrible, and — public a Bg 
the husband and wife should agree to live —— it was supposed 
that a civilized country could no lon if such agreements were 
enforced by courts of law, whether or not, But a change 
came over judicial opinion as to public policy ; other considerations arose, 
and perme began to think that, after all, it might be better and more 
beneficial for married people to avoid, in many cases, the o se and the 
scandal of suits of divorce by settling their differences qui by the aid 
of friends out of court, although the consequence might be that they 
would live separately, and that was the view carried out by the courts 
when it became once decided that separation deeds per se were not against 
public policy.” 

But, though the general question of policy is thus settled, there 
are difficulties in the contract itself, as regards the actual 
separation and the pecuniary arrangements arising out of it. With 
these we shall deal in our next article. 








Mr. Hobhouse, M.P., having represented to the Government the great 
inconvenience caused by the delay ocourring in 

Acts of Parliament (to which we recen' 
ing answer :—‘‘ Rept. 16, 1887, Dear 
13th inst., I am desired by Mr. W. BL 
communication with the Stationery Office on 
to be able to expedite both 
I remain, yours faithfully, 


ce 
ft 


delivery of the Acts. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
ALLOTMENTS COMPENSATION. 


50 & 51 Vicor. co. 26—An Act TO Provipe CoMPENSATION TO THE 
OccuPrers OF ALLOTMENTS AND CoTTAGE GARDENS FoR ORoPs 
LEFT IN THE GROUND. AT THE END OF THEIR TENANCIES, 


This Act must be carefully di 
Act” of the same session (50 & 51 

Act may not come into operation at all unless the local authorities so 
desire, the present Act, so far as it extends, is of universal operation. 
It may be briefi — — * ee 
miniature, applying to not more two acres 
extent ‘‘ h and erg 


| 


Coops, tachating srait, qovuten wees She Sees — 
culti and for fruit trees and fruit bushes growing thereon which 
suleivetion, soe fee free ren ne ee ee a Gas ae 


lord. 
Labour expended upon and manure to the holding since the taking of 


the last crop therefrom in anticipation *fowihousen, 

Drains and any outbuildings, pigsties, or other structural im- 
provements made by the tenant upon his holding the written consent of 
be 


landlord. 

The 18th section provides that no claim is to the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, for anything to which this Act 
— —— eee eee 
vail.” "This latter provision will cecasion, equatderablo. dificalty, ea 

* i provision i , as 
it will often be hard to say whether the two-Acts “ 
Do they conflict, for instance, where one Act contains a special - 
vision as to a matter on which the other is silent? The present — 
for instance, fixes no basis whereon to assess the amount of com- 
ion. The Act of 1883 fixes the basis of “‘ value to an i 
tenant.’ On the whole we think no 
the Act of 1883 can be read in to is 
served, too, that the present Act does not, as does the Act of 1883, bar 
that 


claims under the custom of the country. 
With regard to arbitration, it is provided peed meen ps 

agree epee, te coigseeare 2 eee of an 
itrator, they, or either of them, may apply to the district justices 

of the peace, who are to appoint “one of their number not 

interested in the holding,” or other i 

to act as arbitrator, whose consent, 

i to 


an order of a county court judge shall not 

It only ins to observe thet the Act is not confined in its 
application to labourers, but applies to all tenancies whatever of land 
not amounting to two acres in extent. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 

THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } . 
from their of 
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2. The process of “‘ confirmation ”’ of the possessory title. 

It is gehen unnecessary to point out that this ‘‘ absolute ” title is 
not to absolute at all, but that the “‘ absolute” title of Lord 
Cairns’ Act is, by the Bill in its present form, transformed into a 
quasi-guaranteed title—the guarantee being, in several important 

unsatisfactory. 

f the nature of the “‘ absolute title’”’ had not been changed, it is 
difficult to see how an official investigation prior to first registration 
— 2— been avoided. But I am convinced that no ae 

igation is n rior to the registration of a ‘‘ guaran 
title,” even supposing that the patna, gromen made in reality, and 
not in name only, an indemnity. It is not necessary that the first 

i proprietor should himself have the benefit of the guarantee, 

that is requisite being that a grantee for value from him should 
have the benefit of it. Thus there exists no reason why the investigation 
should not be made by the solicitor of the first registered ietor. 

ion to this effect is contained in Mr. Brickdale’s extremely 
book on registration of title. 

The investigation by the solicitor of a purchaser would, without 
doubt, be more agreeable to the latter, and also less expensive than 
investigation by officials. Experience of the present practice of 
con cing proves that it would also be safe. Why, then, sacrifice 
the interest of both the public and the profession ? 

The scheme for confirming a possessory title has been very generally 
condemned. The process could not be cheap because of the 
** prescribed ” affidavits, advertisements, &c., to say nothing of the 
objections which might be raised. Neither would the process be just, 
for it is easy to see that parties interested in the land would in many 
cases never be directly communicated with, and common sense 

that a newspaper advertisement (perhaps hemmed in by 
scores of others) cannot be a precaution worth the name. Would it 
not in fact be merely a sort of inferior excuse for confiscating the 
ights of innocent ies ? 

have only dwelt as concisely as possible upon two out of many 
features of the Bill which are objectionable. I would, however, 
——— commend the consideration of these to my professional 

on public‘as well as on professional grounds. 

Sept. 27. Country SUBSCRIBER. 








CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE 


Laspiomp asp Tzxant—Bxeacu or Covenanr—Inxsvry to Premises— 
Masparory Inscncrion—Insvncrion. 


In the case of Emmanuel College v. Chichester, before Charles, J.,on the 
23rd ult., the question arose as to the form of an order restraining a 
tenant and his sub-lessee from depositing rubbish on a farm. It was a 
motion on behalf of date, to restrain the defendant, William 
Chichester, the tenant of Hyde Farm, Clapham, from committing breaches 
of a lease granted to him by the plaintiffs on the 18th of June, 1880, and 
also to restrain Chichester and his sub-lessee, Isaac Haskings, and each of 
them, and their respective servants, agents, and workmen, from cut 
cazting tarf, or permitting turf to be cut or carted, upon or from any part 

i lease, and from depositing or spreading, 

read, and permitting to remain, any 

to be 

land 

‘ an interim injunction. For 

was said that the farm was chiefly used for tennis, cricket, 
the defendants were using the land in such a 

be let for such purposes. The words in the 

to remain,” were mandatory, and should 

plaintiffs were entitled to an order. The 

appear. 


, ued the injanction until trial or farther order, 
words“ and permitting to remain.” —Covunsz1, 
Sorsctrozs, Reyrour, Phillips, ¢ Golding. 


att 


amp Fospvse—Dezscutrrion—Norice—Issunce 
Gzo. 3, c. %—5 Vicr. c. 5—R. 8. C., 1883, XLVL, 
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On behalf of the tiffs reference was made to 39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 38 
as to making the ——————— The Bank of England” 
(6 Ves. 769). The plaintiffs not know the exact description of th 
stock, but Orange was not a common name, and he was a clergymai 
and that was sufficient to prevent the bank making a m : o- 
bank did not object to being made a party, but it was contended on their 
behalf that it was the invariable practice to require persons clai 
stock to give the description and the amount in a notice to the g 
before thé court would restrain a transfer. There were thirty different 
kinds of stock, and if the bank made a mistake ard refused to transfer 
stock not the subject of the injuaction they would be liable in damages, 
The proper course was to ascertain what the stock was to which the order 
was to be applied. Reference was made to 5 Vict. o. 5, s. 5, and 

46, rr. 2, 3, and4. Under the Act of Parliament and the Rules the bank 
should be informed of the particular stock which was sought to be 


Cuarurs, J., said that the practice referred to might be right, bat 
it was not applicable to the present case, where a customer, 
clearly identified, wanted to restrain the bank from parting with stock 
for a limited time. The question he had to decide was whether 
stock was sufficiently identified. He thought that the words *‘in the 
name of Thomas Orange, St. Lawrence, Jersey, clerk in holy ord 
deceased,” did sufficiently describe the stock. He made an order 
restraining the Bank of England over the 28th inst. from the transfer” 
of any stocks or funds standing in the name of Thomas Orange, of Bt 
Lawrence, Jersey, clerk in holy orders, deceased. The plaintiffs out 
of the jurisdiction, some responsible person must sign an undertaking 

otherwise there would be no order.—OCounset, Bush, Q.0., and 


Company—ResotuTion ror Votunrary Winpine vr Passsp-~-Psrrrioy— 
Meeting to Conrirm ResoLution—Compantzes Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vior, 
c. 89), s. 145. 


In the case of The Howe Machine Co, (Limited), before Charles, J., on the 
28th ult., the question arose as to the right of a shareholder to a cc 
pulsory winding-up order, where a resolution to wind up the comp 
voluntarily had been passed before the petition was presented, bu 
not been confirmed until — oa Bag petitioner 7. E. Hod 
holding 319 ordinary shares of £3 e company. e company Wi 
formed in 1873; its object was to manufacture and sell sewing and othe 
machines ; it had offices in London and a manufactory at Glasgow. 
were 20,000 ordinary shares issued and taken up of the value of £3 
On the 29th of August, 1887, a special resolution was passed by fifty- 
shareholders holding 12,176 shares against four shareholders holding yf 
sLares, to wind up the company volatarily, to appoint J. P. Clark, 

Doo, and George Richards, to be provisional Sp gn and ¢ 

approve of a proposed agreement to sell the pro of the com ti 

A Woodrow, as trustee for a new er or £10,000, 

—— taking over the debts and liabilities of the old company. 

the 31st of A notice was given that a meeting would be held on 

16th of September to confirm the resolution. It stated that a resolutig 

had been passed by holding 12,176 shares to wind up the comy 

voluntarily, that a —— was being formed to buy ed ap 

the approval of the m g was required of an agreement to sell the prop 

to the new company for £10,000, new company to take over the debts 

liabilities; the agreement could be seen at the company’s offices, On 

16th of September this petition was presented, and on the same day thi 

second meeting was held, shareholders holding 4,713 shares approving & 

agreement, and shareholders —s 3,363 shares dissenting. For @ 

petition reference was made to the West Surrey Tanning Oo. (2 Eq, 73 

The Gold Co, (11 Ch. D. 701), and section 145 of the Companies Act, 

It was said that the real purchaser was J. O. Chaplin, the mar 

director of the company. was not known at the first meeting. 

the 3lst of December, 1886, a report was issued shewing that the J 

of the company consisted of £67,221 17s, 64. If the company was — 

oP by the court each shareholder would get £3 per share after payment of 
liabilities, and there would be £7,221 17s. 6d. surplus. If the e 

the shareholders 2s. 6d. cash hare, 


Out of ¢ 12,176/sharen, O ! 
It was now. admitted that 
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damages, 
Seddon ; "Latham, Q.0. Soxtcrrors, Johnson, Budd, $ Johnson ; Freshfields, — 


MOREWPESEEEROE. 


we 


me 


* 


* 


* 


zeeeertraterrregeeatene 













3 





























387, ame Oct. t, 1887 
hell lt —— 
. 8 fo make a compulsory order. He would nothing harsh| Mr. Writ Horumoworrm Quarta Jonns, Queen's Advocate of the 
England as to the procedure of Mr. Chaplin and the liquidators, who had Gold Coact Oolong, at ———— the West African 
— of the ut the matter aliaost entirely in Ohaplin’s hands, but he was to big at gy eg eg end 
rgyman, not satis with the notices sent out of the meetings of the 29th of | Ohief Justice Jones is the eldest son of the Rey. Oharles Williem 
eo. The August and the 16th of September. The first notice gave no hint of | vicar of P. Suffolk. He wes ofennted ot Sites Colleun See: 
on their Chaplin being the purchaser, and the second notice was not much more | bridge. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in November, 
slaimin specific ; it gave the resolution of the 29th of A and that a meeting | 1877, and he was formerly a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. > 
he bai was to be held on the 16th of September, to rm it, that a company | has been Queen’s Advocate of the Gold Coast Colony since 1883. 
lifferent was to be formed to purchase the property, and that the resolution was | Mr. Atynep Baay Kemps, barrister, who has been Chancellor 
transfer by shareholders holding 12,176 shares. It was not, however, stated | of the Diocese of bag rag Peat mm to Mr. J Charles, is the 
amages, that among the shareholders voting Mr. Chaplin held 7,000 shares. | third son of the Rev. John Kempe, rector of St. James's, Picca- 
he order The agreement was to be seen at the company’s offices, but no one could | dilly, and was born in 1849. He was educated at St. Paul’s School, and 
nd ord, have learnt the true facts from that; Woodrow was the pur- | he was formerly scholar of Trinity — ots nding 
he bank chaser as trustee for the new company. Oonsi reticence | as a wrangler in 1872. He was called to the bar Inner in 
t to be and the unsatisfactory language of the notices, he not approve of the | Michaelmas Term, 1873, and*he is a member of the Western 
conduct of the winding up remaining in the hands of these gentlemen. It} Mr. Kempe is also Chancellor of the Diocese of Newcastle. He was 
zht, bat was not necessary to remove them; if he made a compulsory order, and | formerly one of the staff of the Weekly Reporter, and he was Secretary to 
er, Ve appointed liquidators, the office of the provisional liqu would come Commission. 
th stock toan end. He made the usual order, and appointed James Hutton, of Mr. Epwarp Arcupats Frooxs, solicitor, of Sherborne, has been 
her the Glasgow, and Samuel Lovelock, of London, accountants, to be liquidators. | pointed Clerk to the Board. Mr. Ffooks was a 
‘in the —Oounset, Marten, Q.0., and Archibald Brown ; Latham, Q.O, and H. M. | solicitor in 1882. 
orders, = Finch ; Scarlett ; Charles Macnaghten; Millar, Q.0, and Ryland ; Hatfield Mr. Henry Ooteman Fotxanp, barrister, appointed Recorder 
n order Green; Hyde; and Nasmyth. Soutcrrors, J. W. Smart; Rollit ¢ Sons; | of the city of Bath, in succession to Mr. J: Mr. Folkard is 
transfer Frank B. Wrightson ; Wilson, Bristow, ¢ Carpmael ; Wainwright ¢ Baillie. | the son of Mr. Folkard, and was born in 1827. He was culled to 
», of Bt the ber 08 Linestate tun Se See sae eee pe Pesaro 
eing out Western Circuit and at the and B Sessions. Mr. 
aking in Folkard is a revising barrister for Hampshire. ~ 
.O., and — 
ae NEW ORDERS, &c. PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 
— THE WINTER ASSIZES. Sruart Eaton Masxet and Omaaces Biomrmip Darron, solicitors, 
26 Vior, The London Gazette of Tuesday contains an Order in Council directing | Torquay. June 24. Gazette, Sept. 23. 
that in pursuance of the Winter Assizes Acts the jurisdiction of the} Cmantrzs Nezspuam Lonecrorr and Hanssxr Buaxex Wane, solicitor 
the Central 1 Court at any session held in October, November, Decem- | (Longcroft & Wade), of 1, Clement’s-inn, Strand. May 17. 
Pag ber, or January shall extend to such parts of the — Surrey as are [ Gazette, Sept. 27. 
8 oom not now included in the Central Criminal Court district. Other orders — 
but has direct that the counties of Camberiand and, Westmoreland shall tor the GENERAL 
comin ter ass united as winter o, 1, 
Hodges, fo be held at Oarlisle; the Northern and Salford Divisions of Lancashire Ts te chatad thed a enge Semana. Dyeing ESN alee ie ee 
mr: a County No. 2, the assizes to be held at Manchester; the North and | $u0nim Om Mae, Som’ De fon ne Ta. C4. Sem pepe 
— East Riding Division and the West Riding Division as County No. | fd has been — gn hw Re a — — 
63 —J— 8, the assizes to be held at York ; the counties of Lincoln and Nottingham | ,.) well na — * past 142 —— * id . 
t and the county of the city of Lincoln as County No. 4, the assizes to be onging sold . Sane, ones by Mee : ‘aaa 
y = held at Nottingham; the counties of Derby, Leicester, and Rutland as | O02: "0s sold on * — 23 Mesers. Baker 
oe County No. 5, the assizes to be held at Leicester; the counties of Bedford, ——— ee i on — 
ne Northampton, and Buckingham as Vounty No. 6, the assizes to be held ihe new hich it in ee oe 
— at Bedford ; the counties of Norfolk and Suffolk as County No. 7, the erage he appears poe ee ee a 
te assizes to be held at Ipswich; the counties of Huntingdon and —* —* Ww of personal on be doltnensd lr Se 
— Cambridge a8 County No. 8, the aasizes to be held at Chesterton (Camb. | **7 lectures he gy ogg Tey = ad a my ea a 
—* the ridge) ; the county of Hertford and so much of Essex as is not included in | , 4.0 — ply. wm = — 
3 the Central Criminal Court district as County No. 9, the assizes which her Majesty €3 nei Eeteacbt te on Snel that Be Ge. 
solu to be held at Chelmsford; the county of Sussex, the —* - iy — ber chenieeak tania — have lived to soe her Sebdlan. 
—* city of Canterbury, and so much of Kent as is not in | Ve 4 that Mr. A. B. Oldinan, solicitor, of Serjeant’s- 
* the Central Criminal Oourt district as Oounty No. 10, the assizes to be | i... regret Pong og * — 
ee held at Maidstone : the counties of Oxford and Berks as County No. 11, | —2 ama a the Be Pa ee shot ote. Tis belly wes sosovened’ be 
“On the ago On 12. the analog the counties of SE on Sere Rouen two or three days ago. Mr. Oldman, who was admitted in 
ter as Coun 0. 12, the izes to at Gloucester ; counties 
—— of Salop and Stafford as County No. 18, the assizes to be held at — wae in good, — on wil Be. Guay regretted by his 
— e counties of Southampton, Wilts, an jorset as Oounty No. e : 
he assizes to be held at Winchester; the counties of Devon and Cornwall as | , Tue following are the clrouits chostm by the jedgss of the dissed. 
r tae Oounty No, 15, the assizes to be held at Exeter; the county of Somerset | 7504 OJ Boe bee Circuit, Denman, J., South-Eastern 
* and the com of the city of Bristol as County No. 16, the assizes to be Chcuit, Je: Midland Circuit, Huddleston, B.. — Oxford Circuit, 
anaes held at Bristol; the counties of Ohester, Flint, Montgomery, Merioneth, | Fe0;i7, J": trorth amd South Wales Olrouits, Oave, J.; Northern Oir- 
ng. Oarnarvon, Anglesey, and Denbigh as County No. 17, the assizes to be cuit, Day and Grantham, Nu . 
° — held at Chester; the counties of Glamorgan, ©. Pembroke, 
sha 4 , Brecknock, and Radnor, the county of the borough of Car- 
=e marthen, and the town and county of Haverfordwest as County No. 18, 
Ap pry 8 to be my he —— —** —3238*2 ———— 
and county of Newcastle-on- as Coun o. 19, 
o beheld at Neweastlo; and the counties of Worcester and Hereford as WINDING UP NOTICES. 
was ae Oounty No. 20, the assizes to be held at Worcester. 
persons, 
3— 
— LEGAL NEWS, 
solvent, APPOINTMENTS, 
mye Mr, Franors Reynotps Yoror Rapotarra, barrister, has been —— 
Recorder of the Borough of Devizes, in succession to Mr. Ralph 
° resigned. Mr. Ladoliffe is the eldest son of Mr. John Alexander 
: cliffe, solicitor, of 20, Oraven-street, and: was born in 1851. He was 
be om Siuoated at Eton and at Corpus Christi College, Oxford, whats he 
not a ated first class in Classics in 1874, and he was elected a 
—— of All Souls College. He was od to the Ser 9) Che ieee eee 
— —_ 1876, and he practises on the Western and at the 
ons, 
it = Mr, Hanrny Mixa, solicitor (of the firm of 
—* Mills), of Stourbridge, hae been ap Clerk to the Stourbrid hm 
provement joners. . was admitted a 
* Mr. Ancurmstp Hawny Joun ea ee (of the firm of Lay- 
, 








gook, Dyson, & Fletcher), of Hud been appointed a Notary 
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County PaLaTive or LANCASTER. 
is CHANCERY. 
Laouirep.—The Vice-Chancellor has fixed 


LivERPOOL EXcHANGE 
Liverpool, for appointment of official 


—— 
BANKING 
—— at il, at 8, Oook ot. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, — 
JUINT STOCK COMPAN Es. 
LIMITED 


In CHANCER 
— Supriy &To LimiTtep Petn for wanting up, presented 
to be ened te before the Vacation Judge on Oct 5. Powles, Gu 
— ot, solor for petners 
0op’s Surrs “ Wooprre” Prorection Co., Luwrrep.—The Vacation 
23 has fixed Thursday, Oct 6, at 11. at his chambers, for appointment of 
official jiquidator 
AND COLONIAL AGENCY, LuwiTED.— By an order of Charies. J.. dated Sept 
91, it was ordered that the agency be wound up. Goodchild, Gresham House, 
oder for petners 


Shall 


County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
—— 


In CHANCERY. 
Yorxsume Woot anpD — LimtrEp.—Petn for winding up, presented 
Sept 21. directed to be c=? —8— Francis Willis Taylor, —— of the 
Chancellor. on Tuesday, Oct 4, at 11, at 9, Cook st, Liverpool. Winder, Boiton, 


solcrs for petner 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
— Day or CLarm. 
London Gazette.—F aipay, September 
ANTHORSY, sam Henry, Yealmpton, Miller. Oct 20. ities & Phillips, 
— I eat Molesey, Gent. Oct 28. Mossop & Mossop, Long 
on 
Raney. en, Ladbroke grove, Notting hill. Oct3i. Scotney & Shenton, 
— Lockwood, York, Gent. Oct 22. Smith & Co., Sheffield 
Joun, Chspel rd, Notting hill, Surgeon and Librarian to the Royal 
—— of Cargeces Oct 20. “Grover & ——— King’s Bench walk 
ELIZABETH, 7 hill, Greenwich. Oct 22. Grover & Humphreys, 
King’s Bench wal 
CLEMON, JOHN, Pedsicn, Cornwall, Merchant. Deci. Symons, Wadebridge 
Aveustus, Grove rd, Walthamstow, Beer Retailer. Oct 31. 


ll & Son. Copthall buildings 
—— — villa, near Bridgend, Retired Innkeeper. Nov 19. 


ood, Bridgen 
Curtis, MaTTHEW, yo ee ae Heaton Mersey, Lancaster, Engineer. Nov 1. 


—— & —— 
Davies, oak ~ 21. Garnett & Tarbett, Liverpool 
Davy, Joun emi, Rese Ash, Devon, Esq. Oct 25. Crosse & Co., South 


Molton, Devon 
Distix, Hexry, Afton, Devon, Yeoman. Novi. Parrott, Clapton 
— — GrorcEe Tuomas, Queensborough —— —— Esq, Barrister 


Nov 14. Burgoynes & Co, Oxford s 
—— WIL.1AM, Ulverston, Currier. Sept 16. * ostiothwaite & Son, Ulvers- 


Gaxexnn, Epwarp James, Lion rd, Bexley Heath, Kent. Sept 12. Rooke & 
i idmecers — inn fields 
Hau Ts THowas, Rock Ferry, Chester. Nov4. Parkinson & Hess, Liverpool 


Haszt, Evizasern, Nottingham. Novis. Ashwell & Johnstone, Nottingham 
Hicxsox, Tuomas, Melton Mowbray, Gent. Nov 5. Latham & New, Melton 


Mowbray 
Epwazp, Long Melford, Suffolk, Esq. Oct6. Pope & Co., Colchester 


Ivony, Jemma, Worthing. Nov5. Holmes, Worthing 

ManswatxL, Li14s, Treherne rd, North Brixton. Oct 22. Draper, Vincent sq, 

Motyrwevx. Asner, Penny Bridge, Egton-cum-Newland, Lancaster. Oct 21. 
Manchester 


Lambert, 
Morcax. Rev. Grorce ——— Teversal, Nottiogham. Nov 15. Ashwell & 


Johnstone, Nottingham 
Parcs, Joun, Parkgate, Rotherham, Licensed Victualler. Nov. 1. Wilson, 
— LomspaLz, Brownswood, Wexford. Nov 21. Caprons & Co., 
2 Devonport, Superannuated Gunner R.N. Nov 2. Gard, 
SHEILD, Re nash Uppingham, Solicitor. Oct 2%. Hall, Gray’s inn sq 
Winchester terrace, Westminster, Builder. Oct1. Stone- 


- bam & Bon. Poi Jane 
Sorn, Exwanp, Haxby, York, Gent. Oct 22. Hugh W. & R. Pearson, Malton 


Stock, Amy Saran, Loughborough rd, Brixton. Oct 2. Wheaticy & Son, New 
Watiaats. LamurPioven. upon Hull, Wholesale Tea Dealer. Oct 31. 


Hearfields & Lambert, 
Wer114, Jas, Fittleworth, Sussex. Nov.10. Clayton & Co., Lancaster pl 


Ww Gzonce, Thornbury, Gloucester, Plumber. Oct 21. Scarlett & Co., 
—— Parm, near Saint Albans, Farmer. Novi. Sedgwick 
Wr, Freprricx K KaspoLYn, Hatton ct, Threadneedle st, Stockbroker. Dec 1. 


Wile Fetus Looma't Clevedon, Somerset. Nov%. Wynne & Son, Lincoln’s inn 











qo wanes Bove 
a house have — thorvug 
from The & Ventilation Co. 


(Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
RECHIVine OnDERe * 
Baap. Hever, Cheltenham, Grocer. Cheltenham, Pet Sepi . Urd Sept 0 


Bensamrm Gronst, Shefiicld, Cabinet Maker. Sheffield. Pet Sept 


39, Ord Sept 19 
Altexiss, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Draper. Bury St Edmunds. Pet sept 


1. Ord Sept 21 








Brown, Fran uULIvs, Leamingtou, Lodging house Keeper. Warwick, 
Sept 19. ea Sept i dl 
Broan: Cheetham, Manchester, Draper. Manchester. 


CaRTER, JOHN 
farsa Ord Sept 21° 


Coox, — Higher Gobien, Bedford, Farmer. Bedford. Pet Sept 21. 
Dososstan, EpmunD, Manchester, Carver. Manchester. Pet Aug 30. 
ELL, ——— B Bideford, Refreshment house Keeper. Barnstaple. Pet Sept 19, 


—— Se > a : 
— and 2 RR as Bristol, Watch Manufacturers, 3 orvn 


——— 
——— Pet Sept 7. Ord Sept1 
GLANVILLE, JOHNSON, Penzance, r. Truro. Pet Sept 20. Ord Septap 


GRiIFFITHs, JOHN, — nr Liverpool, Master Builder. Liverpool. Pet Sepg) 


6. Ord Sept 1 
Hanzzlis, Tuomas, St St Albans, Builder. St Albans. Pet Sept 20. Ord Sept 20 


HepwortH, Marrua, Wakefield, Milliner. Wakefield. Pet Sept id. 
1 3 
ner, Wrus14mM, Ireby, Cumberland, Saddler. Oarlisle. Pet Sept 19. Ont 


it 20 
Kiya, Noau, Blunham, Bedford, Publican. Bedford. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept a 
Manton, W1L114M, Boston, Printer, Boston. Pet Sept 20. Ord Sept 20 a 
MaYHEAD, JAMES WILLIAM, Well et, Hackney, Middlesex, Cheesemonger. High 
Pet Sept 19. Ord Sept 19 : Wari 
NEWTON, BENJAMIN, Leeds, Greengrocer. Leeds. Pet Sept 2. Ord Sept 20 
Prexce, GrorGE, Margate, Fishmonger. Canterbury. Pet Sept 20. Ord Sept 20 — : 
Pore, THomas CABLE, Milton next Gravesend, Tea Merchant. Rochester, : 
Sept 19. Ord Sept ae 
eee —— Ss, A —— Mon, Watchmaker. Tredegar. Pet — * 
— sen F 34— Chorlton upon Medlock, Lancs, Tailor. Manchester. 
t 
SHavw, —* * cx, Well gton, Shropshire, Commission Agent. Madeley. Pet £ 
. Ora * 
—— and a EDwix SHaw HAW, Cote hill, Watley, nr Halifax, Bobbin Maker, Brow 
‘et Sept 19. 
Snaxowe, GEORGE HENRY, Builth Brecknock, Jeweller. Newtown. Pet Sep - Goo 
—— South Shields, Confectioner. “Newcastle on Tyne. 
Sept! 19 9, Ord Se a Sept 19, 19 
Taree. be ,» Stone Merchant. Bradford. Pet Sept 2. @ 
Tnomas.. Soar, Semmens Glamorgan, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Sept 15. Ord 
— 4 ARTHUR, Mirfield, Yorks, Wheelwright. Dewsbury. Pet 3 
WHITAKER, Aa, eae, Bolton, Heating Apparatus Maker. Bolton. Ord & 
. Ord Sep 
WHITEHEAD, ROBERT, Blackpool, Draper. Preston. Pet Sept 19. Ord Septip 
WoopDHEAD, TrTus, Leeds, Gardener. Leeds. Pet Sept 19. Ord Sept 19 
Wooprvurr, CHARLEs WILLIAM, Waddington, Lincs, Builder. Lincoln. 
Sept 21. Ord Sept 21 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of September 20. 
InpGcEe, Tuomas COVENTRY, Uhard, Somerset, Jeweller. 
Ord Sept 16 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
AInsworTH, Epwakp Harrison, address unknown, Gent. Sept 30 at 1.30. My 
Carey st, ——* s inn a 
M CHARLES H EDLEY, Lowestoft, Block Maker. Oct 1 at 4. Off Ree §” 


King’ st, ae 
ANDERSON —— OHN, Battersea park rd, Grocer. Oct 3 at 12. 109, Victor. 


— Oa Cumberworth, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Oct 6 at 12, Off Req, 
—— OHN, — — Berks, no occupation. Oct 3 at 2.20. 108, Victoria sty 
OSEPH, Hanley, Earthenware Manufacturer, Oct 3 at 4. North 
B Stafford Hota, Stowe oi Frans Oct 6 at 11.20. Off Ree, Ogden's 
brs, B: st, Manchester 
Bort, ———— Birkenhead, Olothier, Sept 20at2. Off Rec, 48, Hamiltes 
Bouausy, James BALL, Hanley, out of business. Oct 3 at 2. Off Rec, Newonsile 
Bow1zs, WILLIAM, address unknown, Gent, Sept 20 at 1. 38, Carey st, Lincola's 
—— * Manchester, Baker. Oct 4 at 11. Off Rec, Opden's cat 
Henny, Shirley, Hants, Auctioneer. Oct 5 at 1.80. Queen’s Hote)” 
CoorsE, 1 55 Jompton, nx Wolverhampton, Butcher. Ovt 1 st 11.8. on 
Coorgr, WILLIAM THOMAS, Bildeston, Suffolk, Saddler. Sept 30 at 11.80. Of ¥ 
Easton, » Manchester, Joiner. Oct 4 at 11.80, Off 
ideford, Refreshment-house Keeper. Oct8 


0 — — 
Eis, Butigarden st, 
ar 8, Auctioneer, 
eo Tuomas Youna, Bristol, Watch Manufacturers. 
Off Kec, Bank Bristol 
Builder. Sept 80 at1. Bank: 


12. uteb 
— iE, bo y % 
’ BG) ven 
bidgs, Portugese! ’s inn 
iy Saddler, Oct 3 at 12. Off B 


——— eby, Cum 
— — rd, Tottenham, Traveller. Sept 90 at 12, 
— — Oadend, Livensed Victualler. fept 80 at 11.20, 4, 
—— — Oct 8 at 11. 2, Paxton ter, Barrow 
CoveNnrTRY, sete npr oe Maker. Sept 30 at 12.15, George 


tel, Victoria 
Waterloo, Savion, Builder, Oct 5at2. County C 


+, Oxtord, Retired Captain in Army. Oct 5 at 11.30, 1,8t 


Jones, °~ portrait Oct 6 at 19,80. Off Rec, Baok chmbrs, Bristol 
Se ee eee 0 


ta bgk sat ks Gouuty Court ti 


Li . Ovt 1 at 10.15. Sanders & Son, High *” 










90. Ord 
et Sept 19, 
facturers, 
1 Sept 90 
Pet Sept 
ept 20 

i9. Ond 
t19. Ord 
5 20. Ond 
rd Sept i 
20 
er. High 
lept 20 
rd Sept 2 
ster, Pet 
ot Sept 19, 
iter. Pet 
ley. Pet 
1 Makers, 
Pet Sept 
yne. Pe 
20. Oni 
515. Ond 
Pet Sept 
Ord Sept 


Sept 19 
3 
oln. Pet 


the 


t Sept 6, 
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— —— omAS CABLE, Milton next Gravesend, Tea Merchant. Oct 3 at 11.30. 
Off Rec. High st, Rochester 
Ransom, 8., Gray’s inn rd, Builder. Sept 30at1. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Revert, —— Parris, Parham, Suffolk, Farmer. Sept 30 at 12. Off Reo, 
@naw — Wellington, Salop, Commission Agent. Oct 5 at 2. Oounty 
— Sostea. ee Suaw, Warley, nr Halifax, Bobbin Makers. Oct 3 at 
Off Rec. Halifax 


a, DANIEL, New Village, nt Bilston, Baker. Oct 1 at 11. Off Res, St 
Peter's close, Wolverhampton 

@ruBLEY, MarspEy, South Shields, Confectioner. Oct 3 at 11. Off Rec, Pink 
lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Tayior, THOMAS HARGREAVES, Manchester, Stationer. Oct 1 at 11. Off Reo, 

Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Tuomas, WILLIAM, Cardigan, Oabinet Maker. Sept 30 at 11. Off Rec, Car- 


marthen 
Uiererr : Beer, Folkestone, Carpenter, Sept 30 at 3.30. 73, Sandgate road, 
olkestone 

VAssaLlLI. Jonn, New Brighton, Tallow Chandler. Oct 5 at 2. Off Reo, 48, 
Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

TstLine, W111L14M. Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Boct Maker. Oct 1 at 12. Off Rec, 
Boscawen st, Truro 

Watton, WILLIAM, Beaton, Lincolnshire, Dealer in China. Oct 6 at 12.30, Off 


Ree, 48, High st, Boston 
WARDLE, — Leeds, out of business. Oct 8 atii. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


WariEnEtt, Tom, jun., Durham, Solicitor. Oct 4 at 12.30. Three Tuns Hotel, 
WHITEHEAD, RoseRt, Blackpool, Draper. Oct 3 at 3.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chbrs, Brid st, Manchester 


Wits0n, — — Southport, Engineer. Oct 4 at 12. Off Rec, 35, Vic- 
toria 6t, verpoo 
WoopHAMs, JoHN NEwmay, Erdington, Warwickshire, Traveller. Oct 4 at 11. 
26, Colmore row, Birmingham 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


— — Eastbourne, Fruiterer. Eastbourne and Lewes. Pet Aug 23. 

Or t 17 

BroMaGE, Jeamrn. and FrREDERIC BromMaGes, Birmingham, Jewellers. Bitming- 
ham. Pet July 26. Ord Sept '9 

Ooor, —— Higham Gobion, Beds, Farmer. Bedford. Pet Sept 20. Ord 

Davis, — Brighton, Boot Dealer. Brighton. Pet Sept 14. Ord Sept 20 


FirzGERALD, CHARLES, and THomas YounG, Bristol, Watchmakers. Bristol. 


Pet Sept7. Ord Sept 21 

fortu, JonNn, Shrewsbury, Hatter. Shrewsbury. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 15 

GLANVILLE, JoHNSON, Penzance, Innkeeper. Truro. Pet Sept 20. Ord Sept 20 

Hanyett, Joun Rosert, Nottingham, Furniture Dealer. Nottingham. Pet 
Sept 2. Ord Sept 19 

HENvEY, — yO Caries, Cowley rd, Uxbridge, Builder. Windsor. Pet 
rept 14 r it 21 

Berp, GEORGE CHARLES, Tabard st, ee Manager to a Provision Dealer. 
High Court. Pet Sept 15. Ord Sept 
ETSON, WILLIAM, Ireby, Cumberland, ‘Saddler. Carlisle. Pet Sept 19. Ord 


Sept 19 . 

Hwx1ina. EDWARD, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Aug 31. Ord 
it 17 

— CHARLES, Norwich, Plumber. Norwich. Pet Augi7. Ord Sept 20 

HoumPureys, GRIFFITH, Lienaeihetern, nr Carnarvon, Builder. Bangor. Pet 


Aug 16. O1d Sept 19 
Jores, Joun, Wrexham, Hosier. Wrexham. Pet Aug 26. Ord Sept 19 


Jonzs, THomas WEBB, Malvern Wells, Worces, out of business, Worcester. 


Pet Sept 16. Ord Sept 20 
Kuve, Noau, Blunham, Beds, Publican. Bedford. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept 21 


Mayueap, James Writiam, Wells st, Hackney, Cheesemonger. High Court. 


Pet Sept 19. Ord Sept 21 
Nawron, BENJAMIN, Leeds, Greengrocer. Leeds. Pet Sept 20. Ord Sept 20 


— — Henry, Salford, Lancs, Innkeeper. Salford. Pet Sept 15. 
t 20 
Popz, THOMAS CABLE, Milton next Gravesend, Tea Merchant, Rochester. Pet 
Sept 19. Ord we 
want Guanes, Abergavenny, Mon, Watchmaker. Tredegar. Pet Sept 19. 
ir 
ScoRrE. ms, JAMS Bexar, Southampton, Shipwright. Southampton. Pet Sept 10, 
r 1 
Szaw, Fuxpenicx, Wellington, Salop, Commission Agent. Madeley. Pet Sept 
19 
Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 


omg ManebEn, 8 South Shields, Confectioner. 
t 19. 

Taxton, —— Princeville, Bradford, Stone Merchant. Bradford. Pet Sept 
20, 


— *— Sous, (4 Glamorgan, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Sept 15. Ord 
Ser ) 


Tune. » Toogen Aw ARTHUR, Mirfield, Yorks, Wheelwright. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 
20 pt 
Warton, comm, Christchurch, Hamps, out of business. Poole. Pet Sept 1. 


“tg RoseEnrt, Blackpool, Draper. Preston. Pet Sept19. Ord Sept 19 

Witiiamson, Epwarp, Congleton. Macclesfield. Pet Aug?. Ord Sept 19 

Woopuzap, Titus, Leeds, Gardener. Leeds. PetSepti9. Ord Sept 19. 

Wooprurr, Onartes Wri11AM, Waddington, Lincs, Builder. Lincoln. Pet 
Sept 31. Ord Sept 21 


London Gasette.—TurspaY, Sept. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aynrs, Francis Campry, Riccall, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Sept %. Ord 


Sept 24 
Busror®, Pancy, Kingston on Hull, Corn Merchant, Eingston on Hell. Pet 
Be — 
Bare, —— —e Gun Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 22, 


—— — 7* & Co., Tabernacle st, Fistbury, Wire Rope Manufacturers. 
High Court. Pot stevt 6, Ord Sept 2 
Bavumirr, Joun, York, Coal Merchant. York. Pet Sept 22, Ord Sept 22 


Buns, —— be pg Durham, Confectioner. Newoastle on Tyne, Pet Sept 


3 55 JAxae, Southampton, Tobacconist. Southampton. Pet Sept 
Onrrry, FRanors — isms, Sharnbrook, Bedfordshire, Commercial Traveller. Bed- 
ford. Pet Sept. Ord 
"Wistar Leeds, Coal Mershant. Leeds, PetBeptss, Ord Gept 


— Beret Ewar, Vi ,Pembrokerh're, Catt'e Dealer. Pembroke Dock. Pet 
Dawapn, Gnongs Ani ‘nin, Calverley, nr Bradford, Milk Dealer. Bradford. Pet 
Panam, ACHE: OAIESEE, eet Bath, Widow. Bath. PetSepts. Ord Sept % 
Grrrorp, WiiLuaM EesrTon, Fenton, Staffordsbire, Ironmcnger. Stoke on 
Ons Towas Jou, Coventry, Hose. Coventry. Pet Sept 22. Ord Sept 22 

ILLIAM FREDERICK, Chariton, Kent, Hosier. Greenwich. Pet 
—— Ord Boys a Grocer York. Pet Sept 2%. Ord Sept 2 
l’Anson, Joun, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Liverpool. Pet Sept 22. Ord Sept 22 
Jurranecy, losers, Holes Cultram, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet Sept 
JONES, Davi> Hteers, Candi, Aoseuntant, Cardiff. Pet Augi7. Ord Sept 22 
Kairos, 62h, See Colchester. Pet Sept 24. Ord 
Lassa, Wrtzax, and Journ Baooxm, Leeds, Dyers. Leeds. Pet Sept 24. 


8 
———00 Folkestone, Kent, Painter. Canterbury. Pet Sept 


ept 24 
Monoix, Monga Cuantine, Thomas st, Camberwell New rd, Cowkeoper.. High 
Nomuas, Wintias, Gt Yarmouth, Seationer, Gt Yarmouth. Pet Sept 23. Ord 
OwEN, Gaara taunt, Wavateteedh, Butcher, Pembroke Dock. Pet Sept 


— Recsity, nr Grantham, Builder. Nottingham. Pet Aug 29. 


PINDER, Tutecan, Kingston upon Wall, Rally Man. ‘Kingston upon Hull, Pet 


+4. Ord Sept 
Paar Ps OME ent Shoe Manufacturer. Norwich. Pet Sept 5. Ord 


Ruopgs. Haswan, Dewsbury, Yorks, Widow. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 2. Ord 


— ———— — Burnley. Pet Sept 
Rostases, — Harry, Leeds, Bookseller. Leeds. Pet Sept % Ord 


. 23 Gekhweite, ur — Wilew. Huddersfield. Pet Sept 


TRANTER, THOMAS, "Hereford, Gardener. Hereford. Pet Sept23. Ord Sept 23 
w MirsKee, Tecess, Belben, Boltes. Pet Sept 2%. 
Wheres, ne Sone W Wri1aM, Cambridge st, Pimlico, no occupation. High Court. 


Wroneet et, Onde Sas —— 


Wer, Hasty Furpentor, Breamore, Hampshire, Innkeeper. Salisbury. Pet 
The following amended notice js substitated Sux that published tn the 
MartcuaM, THomas, Balham, Grocer. Wandsworth. PetSept8. Ord Septs 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
— Rowse A Sees s bill, Solicitor. High Court. Ord Sept 16. 
— FIRST MEETINGS. 
BEDIXGBRAM, BenyamiIn Grores, Sheffield, Cabinet Maker. OctSat2. Off Reo, 


Sheffield 
———— Mildenhall, Suffolk, Draper. Oct 5 at 10.45. Off Reo, 2, West- 
pswich 


I 
z ateeg sre — Oct 6 at 12.30, 
—2 Joun, York, Coal Merchant. ¢ati2. Off Rec, York 
ANNIE, Jarrow on Tyne, Confectioner. Oct 6 at 2.30. Off Reo, Pink lane, 
eweastie on Tyne 
Foot, Manchester, Draper. Oct 4 at 12. Off Reo, Ogden's 


Cam JouN Broab: 
Bridge et, Manchester ‘ e 
CHaRLEs, Cazenove Stoke Newington, Importer of Machinery. 
Nov 2 at 11, —— — Lincoln’s ina 
DaCosta, ALFRED, Piccadilly, Gent. Oct4at12, 35, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
Darrow, THomas Gates, and Epwarp Hack Darton, Kirby st, 
— Oct 5 at12. Bankruptcy bidgs, bidgs, Portugal st, — aK 
Davis, SoLomoNn, Brighton, Boot Dealer. Oct 4at%. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 


Datapor, Jaume, Dencastan, Ry Dewar, Oct 5 at 11,30. Off Reo, Figtree lane, 


Dopp, WILLIAM ANDREW, Chester, Mason. Oct 4at230. Off Reo, Chester 
ca. Manchester, Carver, Oct 6ati2, Off Reo, Ogden’s chbrs 


Fonusy, Jour pat Waitetition, Siquueel —— Oct 6 at U. 33, 
Guaxyits, JOMNEOR ONNSON, Pensance, Innkeeper. Oct ¢ati2. Off Reo, Boscawen st, 
Gsasg, —— Halesowen, Worcester, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 11 at 10.30. 


TLsALeuTE, Dhetfiole Fraiterer, Oot Sat 12.90, Off Reo, Figtree lane, 
Hawn, Bueseee, ond Wiss 3 Haxx, Bournemouth, Builders’ Mer- 
Herworrs, Mantua, Wakefield, Milliner, ,Oct4at 11, Off Reo, Bond terrace, 
pious Wf Sander — Oct Gat 12, Bankruptey bidgs, 
— St Albans, Saddler. Octé atil. Blagg & Bdwarda, Solors, St 
Cumbetiand, Farmer. Oct Wat 12. Of 
Gent. Oocté at 10.30. Blagg & Bawards, 


— — Oot s at 2.90. Of Reo, , Hamilton 


Kure. 2a: a Oct cat 
Laven. — MP. Octdati2, 88, Carey st, Lincoln's 


"Wranzan, Besten, Linceinahiné, Pelaten. OctGati, Of Reosi, High 
— Tomas, Devon, Builder, Oct 4 at 11. 18, Frenkfortst, Pip- 





Rosser, Kendal, Westmoreland, Florist. Kendal. Pet Sept 2. Ord ‘ 
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NeEwror, Jonw, Southsea, Grocer. Octé6at4. 166, Queen st, Portsea JEFFERSON, JOSEPH, Holme Cultram, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet 


Onrzx, C H, Gosport, Hants, Lieut. Oct 6 at 4.30. 166, ey Porteea me Jounsox, Hiuwnt, Farnborough, Draper. Guildford and Godalming. Pet Am 
Puruirs, WILrIAM, Coal : 15, 2, Heref % Sept 
sn ee Ce wee ee Jowss, CHARLES, St Albans, Herts,Gent. ¢ Albans. Pet Aug 2. Ond Sept 
Prencs, Gzoncz, Margate, Fishmonger. Oct 6at10. 53, High st, Margate Kuve. T= Geo — 
PuckEy, Jans, Plymouth, Butcher. Oct a at 12. 18, Frankfort st, Plymouth —— is, Ora Sept 3a age bene, Camere 20 conn Se 
—— Misr Leoms, Be — nr Dewsbury, Manufacturer. Oct 5 at —8 — OSEPH BRooxs, Leeds, Dyers. Leeds. Pet Sept 
SaLzEs, Ricnarp To Hull, Painter. Oct4at2. Hull Inco: pemvasen, —— Poonmaria, Angiesuy Clerk in Holy Orders, E 
a ies aoa ington upon bdgs. Bowlalley lane, Hull * Pet March 10. Ord July 4 : 2 
— — — op Auckland, Grocer. Oct 4 at 1. I8. Three Tuns aes on eben < Ai, —— Draper. Ulverston and Barrow ~ 
Snexors, Gzorce Hwy, Builth, Brecon, Jeweller. Oct 6 at 1. Off Reo, | Money, Janez seers, Ironmonger lane, Surveyor. High Court. Pet Aug 3 
Lianidioes ord ’ 
SMELLIE, ——— Hare, St Charles sq. Notting hill. Oct 7 at11. 88, Carey st, — Monsax Bop: - ery st, Camberwell New rd, Cowkeeper. Hi 
Sprers. ALFRED, Kinver, Worcester, Grocer’s Assistant. Oct 11 at 10.30, Talbot om JOuN, Poultry, Stock Dealer.. Hig Court. Pet July 25. Ord Sept 93 
brid, EVDLLE, HENRY, | —— nr Brentwood, General Dealer. Chelmsford. # 


Holborn circus. Goods Dea'er. Oct 5at1i. Bank- — 12. 
st, Lincoin’s inn fields Owns, Jeanin ALE, *Pravertordwest, Butcher. Pembroke Dock. Pet & 


Baron’s ct rd, Asn pancingten, Engineer. Oct 4 at 2 
Lincoln’s inn fiel *— —S —n— upen Hull, Cartman. Kingston upon Hull. 


ptcy bdgs, Portugal st. 
Syxes. Exiza. epg nr Huddersficla, Widow, Oa) 7 at 3. Haigh & Sons, Bept 14. Ord 
rd, Stone Merchant. Oct 5 at 11. Of Ree, 81, Manor | B®4%, HAaxuAm, end Houket Reavy, Kirklinton, Cumberland, Farmers. Castle 
wn 38, Carey’ sty Li we eee Varn, Bary st, St James’s, Gent. Oct 7 at 12. RHODES, — Dewsbury, Yorks, Widow. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 23. @ 
arey coin’s 
TiruixG, Joserm AETaUE, Mirfield, Yorks, Wheelwright. Oct 5 at 10.90. Off mee ‘Wrrzrmson, Pediham, Lancs, Printer. Burnley. Pot Gage 
pa oe chbrs. Ra Roanigon —22 Harry, Harrogate, Bookseller. Leeds. Pet Sept 24. 
Rosmrnson, 3* orlton upon Medl Lancs, Tailor. Manchester. 
ai. Ord Sept i —9 











= fost india ci, Poplar, Tailor. Oct 4 at 12. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
VARNEY, Haway, an d THOMAS —— Liverpool st, Boot Makers. Oct 4 at 11. 


Bankruptcy bides, Lincoln's 
Bol 16, Wood mas, Elbam, on Shoemaker. Canterbury. Pet Aug 90. On 


—— OMAS, ton, Heating Apparatus Maker. Oct 5 at 11. 
Warraker, Wu, Bolton, Heating Apparatus Maker. Oct 5 at 11. 16, — — es WER Pet July 3. — —*. West Kensington, 
Wood st. Bolton at, iM Nottingham. Pet Aug 25, 
—— Wsage, the the Fema, Mork 4 Sheffield, Brush Manufacturer. 
2. 
—— Guonen, of address unknown, Provision Dealer. Oct 5at12. 88, Carey — —— Bolton, Heating Apparatus Maker. Bolton. Pet Seg 
Wrrr, Haney —— Breamore, Hampshire, Innkeeper. Oct 5 at 8, Off — —5* “Ora Bept 34 Mae. ch, Pémiien, mo esmmpatien: 
Wooncocx. © G, Old Kent rd, Grocer. Oct Sat 11. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’sinn | W!*TER, CHARLOTTE, Sev Mice, Tanbelige Wells. Pet ett 
Wooputrrz, Atrzrp, Bridlington, Yorks, Chemist. Oct 4 at 12. Black Lion wae ine Breamore, Hants, Innkeeper. Salisbury. Pet & 


Hotel, Bridlington . Ord 
Wooprvrr, Cuartzes Wir, Waddington, Lincolnshire, Builder. Oct 4 at 12. 


Off Ree, 2, St Benedict’s sq, Lincoln 
The following — 2 is 2— iow that published in the 


Gazette of 
2 — Lawford, CWarwickabire, a Oct 4 at 10. Off Rec, BIRTHS, eae AND DEATHS, 


17, Hertfcrd 
’ f J 
ADJUDICATIONS. SELL pone gh 24, at Heathfield, — the wife of James Anthony Jelli 
eo ke Jou, Battersea pk rd, Grocer. Wandsworth. Pet Aug 23. be cell 28, at Southampton, the wife of H. Milner White, b 
Lorton. ‘armer. kington. : MARRIAGES. 
3 nr Cockermouth, F. Cockermouth and Wor! ew ee ak a 


Brep 
Pet Aug 2. Ord Sept % HUELIN 
Bucox, Bauvst., Bedford Hotel Keeper. Bedford. Pet June 15, Ord Sept 23 9 Edith Theodora Eliza, hhter of the late 
Bevwrrt, Joux, York, Coal Merchant. York. Pet Sept2i. Ord Sept 22 A “Sept. 22, at Sefton. . John Rutherford, LL. ** 
Byrxc, Epwarp > FRaXcts, Warnford ct, Throgmorton st. HighCourt, Pet Feb 21. caren to Maria gin rane of Alexander Strachan, of 
. | Sra —- Gorz.—Sept. 22, at Clifton, nean Stuart Sim, barrister-at-l 
Currrr, Fraxcis James, * Bedfordshire, Commercial Traveller. Bed. r Nora Prittic, daughter » — late ate Nathaniel —* of Olifton, 


ford rody foe 

———— ae Coal be ferchant. ; — — bag to os | JACKSON.—BSept, 28, at Bury St. Edmund's, John Jackson, aged 98. 
Craic, —— Kendal, Westmoreland, Florist. Kendal. Pet Sept 20. Ord 

ee 1 Tnomas, Anncs> Foren Baxnax, and Janes HAL, Birmingham, | Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with reg 
Davire Hester, Lianddoet Warcy, Peimboskeshire Cattle Dealer, Pembroke | %% the Oountry, it is requested that application be made direct tof 
Pet Sept 22. Ord Sept 23 Publisher. 
Dear, Wrr114M, —— Upholsterer. Edmonton. Pet July o. Ord Sept 24 
BrER, Calvericy, nr Bradford, Milk Dealer. Bradford. Pet 


Sept 22 See eer eee CONTENTS. 
Fawcett, Joz (trotting a 2* William Fawcett & Sons), Huddersfield, Joiner. Hud- —— ü — 
—* UOvRREwT Toracs 7509 L News 


20 SEPARATIO: 
GiFFrorD, Was Panton, F . Iropmonger. Stoke upon Trent. Pet — — * 
ccccescccces TEL 


Ord 
— JAMES, apd — Haxaosy, West Bromwich, Braes Founders. | New — — 


Hoizr, Jons “Sunvis, Acloy, Yon Yorks, Gone r. York. PetSept2. Ord Bept % 
PAxsoxs, Joux, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Liverpool. Pet Sept 22. OrdSept23 | 41] letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” 


ee er Ord Sept % — oe ae ~~ | authenticated by the name of the writer. 


FIRE ! ! BURGLARS 1 EDE AND SON, UNTEARABLE LETTE 
sais, NE re ig Rae — s— 


“ANCHOR RELIANCE” 
(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 


SAFES “| 1,000 Leaf Book, bs, 64. 


FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &c. ROBES FOR — COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 600 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. English 


SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, 
Low Wigsend Gown ios Regiescons, Town Clerks, | rig DEST f LETTER OOPYING BOOK ¢ 


FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s. £5 6a. 004 £6 6s, —* — on — 
LISTS FREE. | re eee WODDERSPOON & 00, 
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